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D88r Moger: 

%nkyrsufm retixxu~ the rOVhW’8 comments. Ia88tim that the 
paper is, by AOW, in lqible form. I axi Aot lmre x would have 8ncOlamqpd 
Praissrur Uetakta to rserpd this paper, had I rea3Aed how nrurlrh work it would 
man, and I dot&t if X w&d do it a&a. Hrmever, it is an Importa& oontri- 
butiun, and equally important that it reach tie atta&ion of our eolle~es 
in thi8 c3mntry. 

f havs wmful&y remm&iered the rsviewer18 specif%c cmmnt8. % the 
whdle, tbugh they are quNepert5nBbt, Id0 not think tI3e~wwl.d warrant 
retuning the ma. tu ttm author. Pmfecrmr Uetake did givm me leave to maIas 
any is3.n~ ch~a, and U you feel that further revision ia caLled for, I 
rU.l havet tu decide whethm 1 shmld approwe them on qy own initiative, or 
whether to send the nt8. bask. 

The speciti~ points ratid by the reviewer have been, in fact, already 
the s&Jmst of 8om discussion between Professor Ustake anl n(ys0l.f. !&me are 
CICMW aapecta of the analysis that zmm nut croaplete, includkq (1) and(2), 
but 1 belisrp, (after amm pXWiOU8 urgifqg on my own 8w3otlnt) that till% 8tatefWlti8 
in the f88a do not OVW8tsp t&3 bOWtd8 Of I-eUQnsb~e kifQZW'&Je. zlhe 8ZUB COA- 
83&W#.CtaS Z&l?6 4bQjAd~ ~@UddO to tb tMld$aSis Of tlV%i@li~ COKWEWSiOB 
in c. diphthsriarr, md z vmuld sqr that U&&s ii438 done a rsrther better job 
than ls reprme&ed in the long aeries of papera In the Journal by severti 
authar8 (Fremmm and %orsf,, Bark8da.h and Pappenheinrsr, clrcman). A8 t&j, 
feurtratherdubiouaaqgaelf, but the imue has been raised by the Jaganese 
author, md others, and I think it would be better to leave it in. If you 
conolude otherwise, 1 think f could properly aubstif,u68 a briefer wmion. 
To -rlze, f would judge that the mviawerls comnsnte are pertht to 
the isatu3 true, at least for (1) and (2) less at an editorial than at a scfrnti- 
fit c3OAtrQv~8fal level. 

Hy own r%oomendation is therefore that the ms. be mzcepted in its present 
form, provtie you are satisfied a$ to its comprehensibility. I zm afraid I. 
ham gune over it too many tiim8 Q&pelf to be 5ure where English run8 into 
Nipponem, a& if I do any mm am likely to deepen the obscurity. In all 
8eri.owmea8, howemr, it doe8 8ceem to m to be in essentially acceptable 
fornrnow. 

Yvurs sfncarely * 

and thankyoufor your Chris&M8 card 
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Thie 
revisits hat ham alraady baen made improve it, but it till still require r 

perhasmuch valuabPam&erialand ShOuldbe published. The 

thomugheditorialwo~k, As for contente, sow of the experiwmCs am 
rathsr primitive but the eonalusims appcmr sound. I am listfng blow 
a series of qmifXc cements, In conclusion, since J. Lederberg is W 
rmst expert in work of this type, it might be worth whLle asking for his 
suggestions too, unless he PM already approved this paper. 

Specifiu c0nmentss Page Ii.2 B, item IX. (See also ~>ace l4, item 4). 
The logic &y which the conclusfon is derived is faulty. Ghen the phage 
was propagated on 2. armturn, a high proportion of the cells wuld bs 

I converted and the further conversions would bc due to phage derived from 
convertsd c&.ls. That is, this observation is the direct cunsequeme of 
tha very high fraqusncy of umversion, and does not in itself bfstir@txi8h 
between transduction and obligatory conversion. 

Pays I&, item (5). * This is not very significant, since antigens 15 
a& 10 can be changed by serum men in naturally occurring strains. 
l?.e~rsion by serum may '&I a propetiy of the antigen determinants, and the 

2, only way to establish the filer of pr~phage in SWW% effects is to test 
the serum reverted strains far lysogenicity and, if lysagenic, for the 
properties of the carried prophage. 

Page 17, itea\ 03). It is difficult to INIke sense of this in the 
absence of the full data, but one suspects that the phap antiserum of 

3 
Iseki ;ild Sakai probably contained antihost antibOdy. The ruble discussion 
under 2te.m (13) could bs eliminated or reduced to a sentence, especially 
since it conc~ms results of other authors rather than those reported here. 


